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n 1997, many nations
recommended the Kyoto
Protocol to the United
Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change,
through which industrialized
nations adopted, for the years
2008–2012, a first set of legally
binding limits on their globalwarming pollution. At the
behest of the United States,
the protocol established a
global “carbon market,” in
which nations receive emissions
allowances equal to the level of
their caps on carbon dioxide

G
and other global-warming gases.
Reductions below allowable
levels can be saved for future
use when emissions caps
tighten, and emissions
allowances can be transferred
between and among nations.
The Kyoto Protocol’s failure
to provide a pathway for
expanding the coverage of its
emissions caps to include
rapidly developing countries
like China and India afforded
U.S. industry lobbyists a
powerful basis for urging
President George W. Bush,

who took office in January 2001,
to reject Kyoto. He did.
Although the United States
refused to engage in any
discussion of binding emissions
caps for the next eight years,
nearly 190 other nations
implemented Kyoto, in the
process launching the world’s
first global carbon market. To
implement their treaty obligations, some nations established
domestic carbon markets, and
those quickly moved to the fore.
Despite some flaws, the
European Union’s domestic

W Law’s location in the
heart of Washington,
DC, provides students
with an extraordinary opportunity to intern while pursuing
their J.D. or LL.M. degree. These
internships provide important
work experiences and allow
students to develop relationships
that can be very important in
finding full-time employment
after graduation.
The Law School supports its
internship programs (referred to
as Outside Placement) with a
full-time staff that helps identify
internship opportunities and
coordinates the large number of
“lawyering” co-requisite courses
that all J.D. students must enroll

continued on page 2
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emissions trading system
(EU-ETS) has rapidly become
Europe’s principal tool for
meeting its Kyoto targets. In
2009, the most recent year for
which data are available, the
EU-ETS accounted for 90
percent of the approximately
$140 billion per year carbonmarket activity worldwide.
As the end of Kyoto’s first
round of binding emissions limits
draws near, nations have sought
unsuccessfully to reach global
agreement on extending them
into the future and broadening
them to cover other large-emitting nations. The lack of participation by the United States has
unquestionably hampered
participating nations’ ability to
reach such an agreement. During
the Bush years (2001–2008), the
United States opposed even
discussing such questions.
Following the election of
President Barack Obama in 2008,
the United States resumed
participation in the treaty talks.
But President Obama’s failure to
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bring legislation through the U.S.
Senate to control America’s
global-warming pollution presents
an enormous difficulty for the
signal environmental challenge of
the 21st century. Large-emitting
developing countries are reluctant
to take on binding targets if the
world’s richest large-emitting
nation—such as the United
States—does not. And other
nations like Japan and Russia have
signaled their unwillingness to
subject themselves to further
binding caps under the Kyoto
Protocol if their largest emitting
trading partners will not.
The world now has a narrow
time window. Failure to reduce
emissions significantly in the
current decade sharply increases
the probabilities of irreversible
climate shifts that may be
catastrophic for tens and even
hundreds of millions of people.
With the global climate talks
sputtering and the United States
out of the game for at least the
next several years, is there any
prospect for emission reductions
on the scale needed?
As the year 2011 opens,
participating nations continue
their efforts under U.N. auspices.
A very general set of agreements
on some non-binding principles
was reached in Cancún, Mexico,
in December 2010, including a
generalized pledge to try to
mobilize $100 billion annually by
2020 to help nations reduce
emissions and adapt to climate
change. While some progress was
made on possible institutions for
disbursing these funds, no one
has in hand today a means of
generating funds on this scale. In
another round of talks, the
nations will try to add more
detail at a follow-up meeting in
South Africa in December 2011,
and climate change also will be
discussed in a range of other
regional and plurilateral settings.
But the international talks in
recent years have illustrated a
tendency by one or a small group

of nations to block progress in a
body that can only proceed by
consensus (i.e., in the absence of
a stated objection) of sovereigns.
All kinds of diplomatic and
domestic agendas make it
immediately advantageous for
various nations to “hold out” on
some issues as they seek to gain
concessions on others, whether
climate related or not. It may not
say much about the future of
multilateralism, but the possibilities that appear to offer the
greatest potential are those that
entail building domestic
emissions limitation programs in
as wide an array of nations as
possible and finding ways to link
them to one another while
preserving the environmental
and economic integrity of each.
The European Union
Emissions Trading System.
The EU-ETS caps emissions of
some 10,000 industrial installations in energy-intensive sectors
such as electricity and heat
generation, metal production,
chemicals, and many others. The
system covers several greenhouse
gases, including carbon dioxide
and methane. Roughly half of the
4.9 gigatonnes of carbon dioxide
equivalent gas emitted annually
by the EU fall under this system.
In addition, starting in 2012
the ETS will apply to aviation:

All flights arriving at or departing
from an EU airport will be
included. The EU-ETS requires
each covered installation to
tender, for compliance purposes,
one European Union emissions
allowance for every ton of carbon
dioxide it emits each year. The
current phase of the EU-ETS
caps the emissions of these
facilities from 2008 to 2012; a
next phase runs from 2013 to
2020. The EU-ETS is a principal
element of the EU’s strategy for
meeting its Kyoto target of
limiting emissions EU-wide to
92 percent of the bloc’s 1990
emissions and for reducing
emissions 20 percent below
1990 levels by 2020.
China and other nations.
Recently, a range of actors in
China, from governmental
entities to private-market actors,
have signaled that China is going
to move ahead in implementing
climate policies, including
low-carbon energy policies and
domestic carbon markets. How
will these markets be designed,
and how will they interact with
other climate policies that China
has adopted or will adopt in the
future? What will be the
potential of domestic carbon
markets in China? Several other
nations are signaling their
interest, with carbon markets

Linking carbon markets.
The EU has already extended
its ETS to cover emissions in
Norway, Liechtenstein, and
Iceland. In December 2010,
the European Council gave a
mandate to the European
Commission to launch
negotiations on linking the
EU-ETS with an existing
emissions trading system in
Switzerland. This is the first time
that such linking negotiations
have been launched for the
EU-ETS. Negotiations are slated
to start in early 2011. Linkage will
require approval by both the
European Parliament and the
European Council.
A fundamental challenge in
linking the EU-ETS with the
Swiss ETS is whether the EU
will be able to preserve the
strong economic and environmental integrity of the EU-ETS.
Looked at more broadly, can the
EU-ETS act as a force-field,
attracting the strong voluntary
participation of nations in
markets for cutting global
warming pollution, or will
linkage simply dilute the
environmental and economic
effectiveness of the EU’s system?
How the EU and Switzerland
handle linkage will provide a first
answer to these questions.
Switzerland’s ETS is voluntary,
offered as an alternative to a
domestic fuel tax. It covers the
energy-related carbon dioxide
emissions of approximately 400
companies, and it covers only
about 6 percent of Switzerland’s
total greenhouse-gas emissions.
Switzerland is currently reforming
its ETS to improve its compatibility with the EU system.
Legal and practical
questions in linkage.
The Swiss-EU ETS linking
project has the potential to begin

to address a range of important
questions in linking trading
systems: To what extent do the
two systems need to have similar
scope of coverage, in terms of the
percentage of a nation’s emissions covered and/or in terms of
sectors covered? To what extent
do the two systems need to have
similar strength of targets? Do
these answers differ depending
on the similarity or difference of
the economies being linked,
given that different economies’
emissions arise from different
sources? To what extent do the
two systems need to be comparable in terms of system infrastructure, including allowance
registries and tracking systems,
accuracy of emissions inventories, monitoring and reporting
systems, use and quality of
offsets, and compliance consequences? Can “discounting” (i.e.,
allowing regulated entities in one
system to tender, for compliance,
emissions allowances from a
linked system at a discounted
rate [e.g., 1.5:1]) address intersystem disparities? Or is
discounting too crude an
instrument or too easily swayed
by political considerations?
Legislation that passed the U.S.
House of Representatives in June
2009 (the Waxman-Markey bill,
H.R. 2454) directed the U.S.
Environmental Protection
Agency, working with the U.S.
Department of State, to examine
these questions in determining
whether to allow other nations to
link to the U.S. emissions trading
system that the legislation sought
to establish.
Lessons from other disciplines.
In formulating approaches to
linking trading systems, much
could be learned in principle
from other systems where
analogous questions have arisen.
These range from lessons learned
about the development of
linkages between and among
regional trade blocs to issues that
continued on page 11

[ what’s new ]
New Environmental Law
Courses and Seminars
The following courses and seminars have been added to the
roster of environmental law courses.

Economic Incentives and Environmental Regulation
The Environmental Law Seminar for spring 2011 focuses
on economic incentives and environmental regulation,
exploring the historical, social, and political bases for
economic incentive-based environmental regulation. Students
examine issues involved in incentive-based regulatory drivers
as a powerful analogue to command-and-control
environmental regulatory mechanisms.
The seminar is taught by visiting scholar and long-time
Adjunct Professor Annie Petsonk. Professor Petsonk is
international counsel to the Environmental Defense Fund
(EDF), where she represents EDF in such international
matters as climate change, ozone protection, trade and
environment, and bio-diversity.
Wildlife and Ecosystem Law
Debuting in fall 2011, a new course on wildlife and ecosystem
law will be taught by Ethan Eddy, a lawyer with the Wildlife
Division of the U.S. Department of Justice, Environment and
Natural Resources Division, and Larry Liebesman with
Holland & Knight. The course will focus on the Migratory
Bird Treaty Act, the Endangered Species Act, Marine
Ecosystems, the impact of international law and international
trade on wildlife, federal enforcement, and Native American
issues, among other topics.
Agricultural Law
The Environmental Law Seminar for spring 2012 will
focus on environmental aspects of agricultural law. Taught
by Adjunct Professor Laurie Ristino, senior counsel, U.S.
continued on page 15
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launched or under development
in New Zealand and Australia,
among others.
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[ profiles ]
Alisa Brem

J.D. expected ’12
When Alisa Brem began college
at Columbia University, she
intended to study art. After a
semester of painting, however,
she shifted her focus to studying
architecture. While studying
architecture, she found herself
attracted to how a building fits
into the overall urban fabric,
rather than how an individual
inhabits a building. Today, Brem
is dedicated to a future in
promoting legal policy for
sustainable design.
After completing her degree in
architecture and urban American
history, Brem moved to Washington, DC, and worked in an
architecture firm for a few
months before attending the
London School of Economics.
There, she received a master’s
degree in city design. Her time
in New York, DC, and London
inspired in Brem an appreciation
for how urban space can be
designed to be socially, economically, environmentally, and
culturally sustainable. While in
London, she realized that she
would need a deep understanding
of law to be able to implement
sustainable and effective changes
to how urban space is developed,
which led her to GW Law.
While at GW Law, Brem has
taken advantage of being in the
center of American policy
development. She interned with
the legal department at the U.S.
Green Building Council (USGBC) during the fall 2010
semester. There, she had the
privilege to work on some of the
most exciting, cutting-edge
policy and legislation initiatives
surrounding green building. She

continues to work at USGBC
during the spring 2011 semester,
focusing on initiatives and
obstacles to incorporating LEED
Neighborhood Development
into legislation. She also
volunteers for Creative Cities
International, a non-profit
organization dedicated to finding
practical solutions for sustainable
and creative urban regeneration
by applying and researching the
vitality index to bring life to a
city’s human strengths. In
addition, she has worked with
the Washington Metropolitan
Area Transit Authority Sustainability Audit Team, which is a
team of graduate students who
advised the Washington, DC,
Metro on how to create a more
sustainable practice. Finally, she
works as a research assistant on
government contracting with
Dean Jessica Tillipman and is
writing a research paper under
Dean Tillipman’s supervision on
green procurement.
Brem serves as sustainability
co-coordinator for GW Law’s
Environmental Law Association.
Her current goal in that capacity
is to bring a LEED accreditation
class to the Law School. She
plans to pursue a career in

Alisa Brem

sustainable development and
construction law. This summer,
she will be a summer associate in
the Washington, DC, office of
Smith, Currie & Hancock.

Charlotte
Youngblood

Shaw Environmental
Law Fellow, LL.M. expected ’11
Charlotte Youngblood traces her
initial interest in environmental
issues to growing up near Long
Island Sound and attending
marine biology camp. It was not
until her time at Tufts University,
however, that she became
academically interested in
environmental and natural
resource management policy.
While pursuing a bachelor’s
degree in international relations,
she studied in Cape Town, South
Africa, where she saw firsthand
the devastating effects of poor
water and sanitation. After
graduating summa cum laude
from Tufts in 2001, she followed
her interests in international
affairs and environmental issues,
working as a regional coordinator
for an environmental non-governmental organization called
Earth Day Network (EDN). At
EDN, she helped coordinate
Earth Day events and a clean
water campaign in Africa and the
Middle East. She also participated at the World Summit on
Sustainable Development, where
she witnessed the battles waged
over different approaches to
sustainable development.
After her time at EDN, she
worked in Washington, DC, at
the National Democratic
Institute for International Affairs
(NDI), where she provided
support for political party
development programs worldwide. Next, Youngblood
accepted a position at the

Charlotte Youngblood

Woodrow Wilson International
Center for Scholars’ Environmental Change and Security
Program. As co-coordinator of
the program’s working group on
alternative approaches to water
and sanitation, she co-led a
research trip to Mexico in
February 2005 to study Mexico’s
water and sanitation policy. After
returning from Mexico, she
coordinated a paper series that
was launched at the Fourth
World Water Forum in March
2006, “Expanding Opportunities
in Small-scale Water and
Sanitation Projects.”
Although she enjoyed the
general policy work she was
engaged in, Youngblood was
eager to develop a particular
professional perspective.
Imagining that economics might
be her route, she entered a
program in environmental
economics at the University of
Maryland. Although studying
abstract math was remarkably
intellectually rewarding, she
quickly realized that it was not
her calling. During a lecture on
water utility pricing one day, it
finally dawned on her that she
did not want to be the researcher
who came up with the pricing
equation, she wanted to be the
attorney negotiating it, defending it, and working to find the
appropriate policy balance in

[
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Blake Mensing

ment at the EPA. Youngblood
recently accepted a position with
the Attorney General’s Honors
Program at the Department of
Justice in the Environment and
Natural Resources Division. She
is looking forward to applying
the outstanding environmental
law education she has received
from both LSU and GW Law to
a career in government service.

Blake Mensing

Shaw Environmental
Law Fellow, LL.M. expected ’11
Growing up outside of Boston,
Blake Mensing had the opportunity to gain an appreciation
for the natural world through
constant exploration of the
pond and the woods behind
his childhood home. That
early exposure to nature
solidified Mensing’s drive to
do everything he could to
preserve the environment.
During his time as an undergraduate at the University of
Wisconsin-Madison, Mensing
volunteered in Australia’s Blue
Mountains, where he helped
construct an enclosure for the
endangered eastern quoll and
planted thousands of trees in
Wollemi National Park. That
time abroad led Mensing to the
decision to attend law school and
to pursue a career in international
environmental law. He earned a
J.D. at American University
Washington College of Law and
simultaneously earned a master’s
degree in international affairs
with a concentration in global
environmental politics from
American’s School of International Service. After taking
numerous courses in international law and spending time as a legal
research assistant for the Center
for International Environmental
Law in Copenhagen during the
United Nations Climate Change

Negotiations, however, Mensing
refocused his goals towards
domestic litigation.
Real-world experience gained
through internships and outside
placements have been invaluable
to Mensing, allowing him to
build his knowledge base and
skill set while exploring various
areas of law and practice settings.
During law school, he served as a
law clerk at the Department of
Justice, Environment and
Natural Resources Division,
Environmental Enforcement
Section; two divisions of the
EPA’s Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance; and the
Energy and Environment
Foundation. While at GW Law,
he has interned with the
Department of Energy, Office of
General Counsel’s Loan Guarantee Programs Office and the
Enforcement Team. This spring,
he will be a law clerk in the
conservation law division of
Defenders of Wildlife.
In addition to his legal
internship experience, Mensing
has had broad exposure to
environmental law and policy
issues through his tenure as
co-editor-in-chief of American
University’s Sustainable Development Law & Policy, as senior note
and comment editor of the
International Law Review, and as
the vice president of the
Environmental Law Society. He
was awarded the Dean’s Award
for Professional Responsibility
for his performance as a student
attorney in American’s general
practice clinic.
Pursuing an LL.M. in environmental law at GW is a continuation of Mensing’s passion for
environmental law and is helping
him prepare to be an effective
environmental attorney. In
addition to serving his clients in
litigation, he hopes to give back
to the next generation of
environmental attorneys by
someday becoming an environmental law professor.

Kent Gr asso

J.D. expected ’11
Kent Grasso grew up near the
shores of Narragansett Bay in
Rhode Island, but his first
exposure to environmental issues
came when he took a year off
from college to serve in the
AmeriCorps National Civilian
Community Corps. Based in
Washington, DC, he spent 10
months as part of a 12-member
team on projects related to urban
and rural development, environmental stewardship and conservation, and disaster relief. He
developed an interest in
government and public policy
and subsequently graduated from
the University of Pennsylvania
with majors in political science
and sociology; later, he earned a
master’s degree in public policy
from Harvard’s Kennedy School
of Government.
Grasso furthered his interest
in environmental protection
through jobs with the transportation departments in New York
and Seattle, where he worked for
three years prior to law school
promoting bicycling, and
bicycling and pedestrian safety.
He co-authored a landmark study
of bicyclist fatalities and serious
injuries in New York City and led
the bicycle safety coalition’s
initial development of the Look

Kent Grasso
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implementing it. She decided to
pursue a law degree and is
thrilled that she has finally found
a perspective that she loves.
In May 2010, Youngblood
received a J.D. magna cum laude
from Louisiana State University’s
(LSU) Paul M. Hebert Law
Center, where she focused her
coursework on environmental
law. While pursuing her law
degree, she had the privilege of
completing an externship in
Judge James L. Dennis’s chambers at the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Fifth Circuit. She also
had the chance to practice her
legal skills as a summer associate
and law clerk with the environmental practice groups of three
of Baton Rouge’s outstanding law
firms: Phelps Dunbar LLP, Taylor
Porter, and McGlinchey Stafford.
She was an award-winning
member of LSU’s Environmental
Law and National Championship
Moot Court teams and a member
of the Louisiana Law Review. As
an active member of the LSU
community, she co-founded
LSU’s International Law Society
and OUTlaw, LSU’s first LGBT
law society.
At GW Law, Charlotte works
with Dean Lee Paddock as part
of her Shaw Fellowship and is an
LL.M. advisor to the Journal of
Energy and Environmental Law.
She is also an intern in the Office
of Site Remediation Enforce-

[
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continued from page 5
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NYC advertising campaign.
In Seattle, he authored and
presented reports on pedestrian
collisions to the city council and
led development of the Bike
Smart Seattle program.
As a law student, Grasso was
excited to become a member of
the new Journal of Energy and
Environmental Law (JEEL)
because it sought to explore what
he believes to be the defining
policy issue of our time: the need
to develop new sources of energy
to protect the environment and
public health while continuing to
promote economic growth. He
was honored to assume the role
of editor-in-chief for volumes
two and three, where he has led
the journal’s growth from 35 to 50
students, spearheaded efforts to
establish a website and blog, and
implemented a paperless
electronic-production process.
His goal is to continue laying the
foundation for JEEL to be the
nation’s top law journal focusing
on the intersection of energy and
environmental law.
Grasso anticipates graduating
from GW Law this spring. He
hopes to one day build on his law,
government, and public policy
interests by serving on a city
council, where he will be able to
ensure environmental considerations are integral components of
local planning decisions.

During the spring 2011 semester,
she is teaching a special seminar,
Economic Incentives for
Environmental Protection, in
addition to continuing to
co-teach International Trade and
Sustainable Development Law.
Professor Petsonk loves
working with students, and she
brings that enthusiasm to the
classroom. Along with her
unparalled knowledge, she
engages students by drawing
on her personal experiences
working at the Environmental
Defense Fund; observing the
climate treaty talks; serving as
director of trade and environment affairs in the Office of
the U.S. Trade Representative in
the Executive Office of the
President; working as a trial
attorney specializing in international policy in the Environment
and Natural Resources Division
of the U.S. Department of
Justice; and working in the
Environmental Law Unit of the
United Nations Environment
Program in Nairobi, as well as in
private practice and in local
government. She challenges
students to defy convention and
think independently towards the
end goal of developing workable
legal solutions to global environmental issues.
She also serves as international
counsel at the Environmental
Defense Fund, an 800,000

Annie Petsonk

Visiting Scholar and Adjunct
Professor of Law
Carol A. “Annie” Petsonk is no
stranger to GW Law, having
co-taught the course International Trade and Sustainable
Development Law with Professor Charles di Leva for 15 years.
This year, GW Law welcomes
Professor Petsonk as a visiting
scholar in environmental law.

member non-governmental,
non-profit, non-partisan policy
research and advocacy organization. Professor Petsonk
graduated cum laude from
Harvard Law School and magna
cum laude (Phi Beta Kappa) from
The Colorado College, which
also awarded her an honorary
degree. She was privileged to
clerk for the Hon. Benjamin V.
Kaplan during his tenure on the
Massachusetts Appeals Court,
and she joins the many former
clerks, jurists, and Harvard Law
faculty and students who mourn
Judge Kaplan’s recent passing.
Her focus at GW Law is on the
design of linkages among state,
provincial, national, and regional
incentive-based legal frameworks
for addressing the signal environmental challenge of our time:
global climate change. The
author of dozens of articles and
book chapters on international
environmental law and economic
incentives, Professor Petsonk’s
recent publications include
“‘Docking Stations: Designing a
More Open Legal and Policy
Architecture For a Post-2012
Framework to Combat Climate
Change,” (19 Duke Journal of
Comparative & International Law
433, 2009) and, with G. Wagner
and N. Keohane, “Sectoral
crediting: getting governance
right from the beginning,” in
Global Corruption Report: Climate
Change, Transparency International
(Earthscan, in press March 2011).

Sue Kelly

President, Energy Bar
Association, J.D. ’80

Annie Petsonk

Susan Kelly did not go to law
school intending to be an energy
lawyer. In fact, she didn’t plan to
be an energy lawyer when she
completed her J.D. with high
honors from GW Law in 1980.

Rather, she stumbled into energy
law through a random assignment
as a junior associate in a Washington, DC, corporate law firm,
Crowell & Moring. She found she
liked the firm’s energy practice
and, in particular, its emphasis on
keeping natural gas rates to retail
customers “just and reasonable.”
From this serendipitous beginning, she has built her legal career
representing consumer-owned
utilities, both in private law
practice and as regulatory counsel
for two trade associations.
In 1982, Kelly joined a small
Washington, DC, boutique
energy law firm Miller, Balis &

Sue Kelly

O’Neil, PC, which specializes in
representing consumer-owned
electric and gas utilities, rural
electric cooperatives, and
government-owned utilities.
She was the firm’s first female
associate, and in 1987 she became
the first female shareholder.
Kelly moved on to serve as
the senior regulatory counsel
for the National Rural Electric
Cooperative Association
(NRECA). She represented
NRECA before the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) and state public utility
commissions and courts, and she
served as a liaison from NRECA
to many industry groups.
For the past six years, she has
continued on page 10
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Environmental Law Program Celebrates 40th
Anniversary
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Kent Grasso, J.D. candidate

The Environmental Law
Program (ELP) celebrated its
40th anniversary on November
6, 2010. The event included a
panel on the Gulf Oil Spill and
the Law, a luncheon with remarks
from Arnold Reitze( ELP’s
founder), and tours of the Law
School and university.
The ELP was formally
established in 1970 with a
$250,000 grant from the Ford
Foundation, making GW Law
one of the first law schools to
establish such a program and
perhaps the first to offer an
environmental law LL.M. degree.
Since that time, it has grown to
include a broad environmental
curriculum of more than 20
courses ranging across the
environmental, energy, and
natural resources spectrum.
Professor Robert Glicksman,
the J.B. and Maurice C. Shapiro
Professor of Environmental Law,
introduced the panel on the Gulf
Oil Spill. He highlighted many of
the emerging elements of the
ELP, including a course on
International Climate Change
Law, an active Environmental
Law Association student group,
a study abroad program with the

University of Groningen in
the Netherlands, and JEEL.
The panel consisted of five
ELP alumni (pictured above,
seated from left to right):
Tom Hayes (LL.M. ’94), Kim
Connolly (LL.M. ’09), Patrick
Parenteau (LL.M. ’75), Alison
Rieser (J.D. ’76), and Sandra
Zellmer (LL.M. ’96).
Tom Hayes, chief of the U.S.
Coast Guard’s Office of Environmental Law, discussed the legal
issues his agency faced in
responding to the spill. He
worked with environmental
groups to avoid lawsuits related
to many of the federal government’s most effective options for
containing the spill, including
skimming, the use of dispersants,
and in-situ burning.
Professor Kim Connolly of the
University of Buffalo Law School
discussed the role of the media in
covering the spill. Her preliminary findings suggest that while
there was enormous media coverage of the incident and the
response, there was little
mainstream coverage of the
relevant legal issues, and this lack
of coverage has potentially
important implications for

environmental advocacy.
Professor Patrick Parenteau of
the University of Vermont Law
School discussed the need to
break “the oil habit.” He focused
on the environmental and
economic implications of climate
change, the planet’s finite supply
of oil, and the need to de-carbonize the transportation sector.
Professor Alison Rieser of the
University of Hawai’i noted that
oil spills are inevitable and we
must learn from them to avoid
future incidents. Among the
lessons from this spill, she noted
the insufficiency of financial
liability as a deterrent and the
need to use existing laws to
prevent oil development in areas
we cannot afford to lose. She
cited the establishment of Pacific
Marine National Monuments as
a positive example.
Professor Sandra Zellmer of
the University of Nebraska
College of Law argued in favor of
a regulatory change that would
reinstate Worst-Case Analysis in
the National Environmental Policy Act review process. She noted
that the Council on Environmental Quality’s decision to rescind
this requirement in 1986 has

made it difficult to assess the
true costs and risks of a project
and for the government and the
regulated industry to prepare
effectively for disasters such as
the Gulf Oil Spill.
The luncheon was held at the
American Institute of Architects.
Interim Dean Gregory Maggs
introduced Professor Reitze, who
spent over 38 years teaching at
GW Law and returned for the
first time since retiring to Utah
in 2008. His remarks touched on
some of the cultural differences
between Washington and Utah,
and he urged attendees to
consider the implications of
these differences for the
development of effective
environmental policies.

photo summary on pages 8 and 9
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Environmental Law Program Celebrates
40th Anniversary

Photos clockwise from top left: Kim Connolly (LL.M. ’09); Horst Greczmiel (LL.M. ’89) and Kevin Call (LL.M. ’88); ELP Founder Arnold Reitze;
Jim Bruce (J.D. ‘74) with Professor Arnold Reitze; Visiting Scholar Professor David Freestone; Alison Reiser (J.D. ’76)
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Photos clockwise from top left: Pat Parenteau (LL.M. ’75); Sandra Zellmer (LL.M. ’96), Arnold Reitze, and Alison Reiser; David Whelan
(LL.M. ’98), Adjunct Professor Will Irwin, and Professor Robert Glicksman; Adjunct Professor Larry Liebesman (J.D. ’73); Tom Hayes (LL.M. ’94);
Sandra Zellmer
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worked at the American Public
Power Association (APPA), the
Washington, DC, trade association that represents the nation’s
approximately 2,000 electric
utilities owned by state and local
governments. She assists APPA
and its members in energy policy
formulation and with policy
advocacy before the federal
courts and other governmental
and industry policy forums. In
2010, Kelly was named its senior
vice president of policy analysis
and general counsel.
Working for a trade association, Kelly says, is an excellent
way to take advantage of a legal
background while expanding into
related areas. She deals with a
variety of government agencies,
including the FERC, the
Department of Energy, and, most
recently, the Commodity Futures
Trading Commission. She
supervises appellate litigation
arising from agency actions
affecting her members. She also
reviews legislation and advises
APPA on its impact on APPA
members, although she leaves the
actual lobbying to APPA’s
Government Relations group.
But much of her job is member
oriented, “translating inside-theBeltway-ese to APPA members
outside the Beltway” and
advocating for her members
inside the Beltway.
The best part of her job, from
her perspective, is the ability to
represent, through APPA’s
members, the retail electric
customers that APPA member
utilities serve. “Because APPA
members are not-for-profit and
exist to serve their customers,
they have a strong customer
orientation,” she notes. “That
makes representing them much
more rewarding to me.” ★

in print
Steve Charnovitz
“Reviewing Carbon Charges
and Free Allowances Under
Environmental Law and
Principles,” ILSA Journal of
International and Comparative
Law (Winter 2010).

Robert Glicksman
Environmental Protection: Law and Policy, 6th ed.,
Aspen Publishers (2011) (with four co-authors).
“Climate Change Adaptation: A Collective
Action Perspective on Federalism Considerations,” 40 Environmental Law 1159 (2010).

David Freestone
“From Copenhagen to Cancun: Train Wreck
or Paradigm Shift?,” 12 Environmental Law
Review (2010).

“Access to Courts and Preemption of State
Remedies in Collective Action Perspective,” 59
Case Western Reserve Law Review 919 (2009)
(with R. Levy).

“The Long Slow Birth of a U.S. Emissions
Trading Regime,” Tijdschriftvoor Energierecht
[Dutch Journal of Energy Law], No. 3-4,
(November 2010) (with D. J. Frenkil).

“The Constitution, the Environment, and the
Prospect of Enhanced Executive Power,” 40
Environmental Law Report 1102 (October 2010).

“Emissions Trading in the U.S.: A New Regime
Approaching?” European Energy Law Report VII,
Intersentia (2010) (with D. J. Frenkil).
“The Law of the Sea in Encyclopedia of Sustainability” (vol. 3), The Law and Politics of Sustainability (Bosselman et al., eds.), Berkshire
Publishing (2010).
“The Kyoto Protocol in Encyclopedia of
Sustainability” (vol. 3), The Law and Politics of
Sustainability (Bosselman et al., eds.), Berkshire
Publishing (2010).

“Regulatory Blowout: How Regulatory Failures
Made the MP Disaster Possible, and How the
System Can Be Fixed to Avoid a Recurrence,”
Center for Progressive Reform White Paper #
1007, available at www.progressivereform.org/
articles/BP_Reg_Blowout_1007.pdf (Oct. 2010)
(with multiple coauthors).
Releases #8 and #9, Public Natural Resources
Law, Environmental Law Series (June and
October 2010).
“Agency-Specific Precedents,” 89 Texas Law
Review 499 (2011) (with Richard Levy).

“International Fisheries Commissions and
Organizations,” Max Planck Encyclopedia of
Public International Law (Rüdiger Wolfrum, ed.),
Oxford University Press (2010).

Lee Paddock
“An Integrated Approach to Nanotechnology
Governance,” 28 UCLA Journal of Environmental
Law and Policy 251 (2010).

“The World Bank and Sustainable Development,” Research Handbook on International
Environmental Law (Malgosia Fitzmaurice,
David Ong, & Panos Merkouris, eds.), Edward
Elgar Publishing (2010).

“Collaborative Problem Solving in Minnesota,”
25 Natural Resources & Environment No. 2 (fall
2010).

“The Marine Environment,” The Reality of
Precaution: Comparing Risk Regulation in the U.S.
and Europe (J.B. Wiener, M.D. Rogers, J.K.
Hammitt & P.H. Sand, eds.), RFF Press and
Earthscan (2010).

“The Role of Feed-In Tariffs in Supporting the
Expansion of Solar Energy Production,” 41
University of Toledo Law Review 943 (2010) (with
D. Grinlinton).
Compliance and Enforcement in Environmental
Law: Toward More Effective Implementation
(Paddock, Qun, Kotze, Markell, Markowitz, &
Zaelke, eds.), Edward Elgar Press (forthcoming
spring 2011). ★
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Legal and practical implications for the United States.
The possibility that the global
effort to combat climate change
will proceed from the bottom up
raises significant questions
regarding how the United States
might link into other nations’
systems in the future and how
other nations might respond to
the absence of the United States
in such linkages. For example,
while the United States has no
federal emissions trading
program, both California and a
group of northeastern U.S. states
have launched or are launching
such programs. Might these
programs be eligible for formal
or informal linking with other
systems? For example, the
Compacts Clause of the U.S.
Constitution requires the
consent of Congress for a
compact between California (or
any other state) and other
carbon-market jurisdictions, but
many trading relationships exist
in the absence of a compact. To
what extent could these be
developed further? If at some
future date the United States
sought to link to a national or
regional carbon market, could it
do so using a reverse Section 728,
namely by formulating a
domestic regulatory program
that meets the criteria established by the other nation or
region?

]

continued from page 1

Working to address these and
similar questions may offer the
best hope for addressing the
global-warming problem in the
near future, while nations of the
world continue to seek agreement on a new multilateral
framework to meet this challenge of the 21st century.
Alexandre Kossoy Philippe Ambrosi,
State and Trends of the Carbon Market 2010
(World Bank 2010). Recently, spot trading
in European Union emissions allowances
was suspended when hackers purloined
some allowances from national registries
in a few EU member states. The bulk of the
market is not spottrading, however, and the
EU is moving swiftly to upgrade its systems
to prevent such hacking in the future. See
Jams Kanter, “E.U. Closes Emissions Trading
System After Thefts,” New York Times, Jan.
20, 2011, at B3.

1

Council of the European Union, “EU to
link its greenhouse gas emissions trading
system with Switzerland,” Communication
18085/10 PRESSE 353, 20 December 2010,
www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_data/
docs/pressdata/en/envir/118632.pdf (“EUSwiss Link”).

2

3

EU-Swiss Link, supra.

H.R. 2454 as passed by the U.S. House of
Representatives on June 26, 2009, provided
in Section 728:

4

‘SEC. 728. INTERNATIONAL EMISSION
ALLOWANCES.
(a) QUALIFYING PROGRAMS.—The
Administrator, in consultation with the
Secretary of State, may by rule designate
an international climate change program
as a qualifying international program if—
‘(1) the program is run by a national or
supranational foreign government, and
imposes a mandatory absolute tonnage
limit on greenhouse gas emissions from
1 or more foreign countries, or from 1 or
more economic sectors in such a country
or countries; and

in as part of their internship
experience. Among these courses
are Public Interest Lawyering,
Government Lawyering, and the
Craft of Judging (for students
who intern with a judicial office).
The Environmental Law program
offers a co-requisite in Environmental Lawyering that covers
issues such as advanced environmental legal research, ethics,
public participation, environmental justice, environmental
governance, environmental
impact review, client counseling,
and negotiations.
In addition to the support of
the Outside Placement office, the
environmental program’s faculty
and staff are able to assist
students in finding internships.
GW Law students focused on
energy and environmental law
have enjoyed placements at a wide
range of organizations including
non-profits such as the Environmental Defense Fund, the Natural
Resources Defense Council,
Earth Justice, the National
Wildlife Federation, the Environmental Integrity Project, Oceana,
the Center for International
Environmental Law, the Conservation Fund, and many others.
Government-agency placements
have included NASA, the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, several

‘(2) the program is at least as stringent
as the program established by this title,
including provisions to ensure at least
comparable monitoring, compliance,
enforcement, quality of offsets, and
restrictions on the use of offsets.
5
See A. Petsonk, “‘Docking Stations’:
Designing a More Open Legal and Policy
Architecture For a Post-2012 Framework
to Combat Climate Change,” 19 Duke
Journal of International and Comparative
Law 433 (2009) at 454, www.law.duke.edu/
journals/djcil/ ★

offices within the Department
of Justice’s Environment and
Natural Resources Division,
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, the Department
of the Interior, the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, the U.S.
Department of Energy, the City
of Baltimore, the District of
Columbia Department of the
Environment, the District of
Columbia Attorney General’s
Office, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. In fact,
during the 2011 spring semester,
13 of our J.D. and LL.M. students
are interning with EPA’s Office
of Compliance and Enforcement;
our students comprise one-third
of all of the spring internships
with that office.
In its 2008 report on “Educating Lawyers,” the Carnegie
Foundation for the Advancement
of Teaching recommended that
law schools “join ‘lawyering,’
professionalism and legal analysis
from the start.” The report noted
“[t]he existing common core of
legal education need[s] to be
expanded to provide students
substantial experience with
practice as well as opportunities
to wrestle with the issues of
professionalism” (from Educating
Lawyers: Preparation for the
Profession of Law at 9). Our
Outside Placement program
plays a key role in providing
GW Law students with this
kind of experience. It is, in fact,
one of the most comprehensive
environmental internship
programs in the country in a
city unequaled for internship
opportunities. ★

Associate Dean for Environmental
Legal Studies

Lee Paddock
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arise in considering requests for
accession by potential new
members of the World Trade
Organization. They might also
include examination of lessons
from the effects of formal
linkages (e.g., pegs) and practical
linkages among currency
systems. They might include
development of elements
essential for linkage as well as a
“watch list” of problematic
elements that could or should
constitute grounds for one
system’s rejection by another.

v i e w p o i n t
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GW Law Hosts First Annual Conference
on Demand Response
Blake Mensing, Shaw Environmental Law Fellow

Pictured (left to right): Neal Allen, Marvin Griff, and James Hoecker

GW Law partnered with the
Peak Load Management Alliance
(PLMA) and Husch Blackwell,
LLP to present the first annual
conference on the Law of
Demand Response at the Law
School over the first two days in
December 2010.
The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) defines
demand response as “changes in
end-use electricity usage by
consumers in response to
changes in the price of electricity
over time or to incentive
payments by the utilities to
induce consumers to use less
electricity when the wholesale
price is high or system reliability
is in jeopardy.” The conference
brought together private
practitioners, public utility
commissioners, and regulated
entities to discuss the legal
framework in which demand
response will function in the
future.
James Hoecker, senior counsel
in Husch Blackwell’s energy

practice and a former FERC
chairman, served as master of
ceremonies throughout the
event. Cathy Zoi, acting assistant
secretary for energy efficiency
and renewable energy for the U.S.
Department of Energy, served as
the opening day keynote speaker
for the conference. Assistant
Secretary Zoi lauded the
potential that demand response
(DR) holds in terms of efficiency
gains, suggesting it may provide
“low hanging fruit that we should
be reaching for today,” but she
emphasized that there is a real
need for concrete, measured data
on the benefits of DR. Noting
that the country that wins the
race to achieve a clean-energy
economy will dominate the
global economy, Secretary Zoi
also discussed how the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act
of 2009 was funding the
installation of 18 million smart
meters as part of the Obama
Administration’s three-pronged
effort to position the United

States as the world’s dominant
clean-energy economy.
The first panel, moderated by
John Jimison, majority staff,
Energy and Commerce Committee of the U.S. House of Representatives, focused on
whether DR was a product or a
service and whether or not the
Constitution’s Commerce
Clause allowed for federal
regulation. The conflict
between state and federal
regulation hinges upon whether
the Federal Power Act, which
gives FERC jurisdiction over
electric energy transmission in
interstate commerce and sales
of electricity at wholesale prices
in interstate commerce by
public utilities and also covers
“practices affecting those rates,”
grants FERC the power to
regulate under the “just and
reasonable” standards. The
panel consisted of David
Morenoff, deputy general
counsel of FERC’s Office of the
General Counsel; Jay Morrison,
senior regulatory counsel for the
National Rural Electric
Cooperative Association; and
Donald Sipe, partner at Preti
Flaherty, LLP. Discussion
included the contention that
because DR constitutes a
contractual agreement to
decrease usage, FERC clearly
has regulatory authority over
DR activities because a decrease
in usage affects wholesale
electricity prices.
That discussion was
countered by the position
that FERC has yet to occupy
the field of DR law and that
therefore DR regulation is
within the domain of state
regulation. The resolution

of the debate about whether DR
is a product or a service will
affect Congress’s power to
regulate DR under the Commerce Clause. Also posed
within the panel was whether a
state could prohibit DR activity.
The default payment arrangement is that public utilities
charge individual citizens for
whatever amount of electricity
they consume. Changing the
status quo by paying people to
avoid consumption in a DR
system alters the jurisdictional
analysis by muddying the usually
clear distinction between a
product and a service.
The second panel covered the
trends in state regulation of DR
and featured public utility
commissioners from Missouri,
Michigan, and Minnesota. Panel
participants emphasized that in
order for DR to be a viable
practice there was a great need
for reiterative consumer
education and prolonged
periods of slow change.
Consumers are wary of rapid
changes in electric utility
practices and billing and will

a successful DR program, allows
price signals to be linked to a
customer’s decision and lets
customers understand the cost
implications of their consumption. It was emphasized that
the key to DR success is customer acceptance, but also that the
goal of DR is to have customers
receive a price signal and
immediately respond to that
price by reducing consumption,
thereby reducing demand on the
generation capacity of the utility
in real time. DR is currently
provided primarily by Curtailment Service Providers (CSPs)
that aggregate customers’
forbearance of electricity
consumption. This means that
states have to make policy
decisions on whether to treat
DR providers as utilities or to
create a new regulatory category.
Allen Freifeld, senior vice
president of external affairs for
Viridity Energy, moderated the
third panel, “Competitive
Auctions and Independent
System Operators (ISO).” With
Joseph Bowring, independent
market monitor of the Pennsylvania New Jersey Maryland
Interconnection, LLC, and
Katherine Guerry, regulatory
affairs specialist for the Hess
Corporation, rounding out the
panel, the discussion attempted
to answer the following
questions: How do DR markets
currently work at the ISO level?
Who is participating and who is
not? What are the flaws in
current programs and where do
we need changes?
The panelists agreed that the
country’s auction rules should
be comparable across all
markets. Without that certainty
across markets, there would be a
huge risk in terms of the
measurement and verification of
DR reductions in electricity
consumption. Also, panelists
discussed the capacity market as
an annual market, which means
that DR cannot currently fully
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need to be shown how DR can
ultimately give them more
control over their bill and lead
to savings.
Panel members were Michigan Public Services Chairman
Orjiakor N. Isiogu, Minnesota
Public Utilities Commissioner
Phyllis Reha, Missouri Public
Service Commission Kevin
Gunn, and Executive Director
Lisa Wood of the Institute for
Energy Efficiency at the Edison
Foundation. Panel discussion
provided a comparison of state
approaches to DR. For
example, Michigan regulations
do not currently address DR
squarely, but rather they speak
to energy efficiency and the
integration of renewable sources
into the energy mix, whereas
Minnesota regulations have
required demand-side management for 20 years and also have
required that utilities treat
DR as equivalent to generation.
Comparatively, Missouri
operates with vertically
integrated utilities and relies
on coal for 85 percent of the
state’s electricity generation.
DR efforts in Minnesota place
the state third in terms of DR use
and allow the state to reduce peak
load by more than 10 percent.
The panel explored topics
including the possible long-term
effects of the current disconnect
between retail and wholesale
prices, the fact that states do not
currently enjoy sole authority
over DR, the concern over
whether DR might be promoted
to the possible detriment of other
means of achieving overarching
regulatory goals, and how
non-utility DR providers might
act within some states at some
point in the future.
The general consensus on the
panel was that the primary goal
of state regulation is to establish
just and reasonable rates and
encourage the wise use of
natural resources. Smart
metering, as one component of

Pictured (left to right): Former FERC Chairman James Hoecker,
FERC Chairman Jon Wellinghoff, PLMA Executive Director Elliot
Boardman, and PLMA Board Chair Paul Tyno.

address the needs of the market
as a limited product. If DR were
made an unlimited product,
requiring DR providers to put
portfolios together in ways that
accommodate this lack of
limitation, it could in turn
eliminate the need to change
the market altogether. The lack
of consistent measurement and
verification standards across
utility markets results in DR
providers delivering more load
reduction than they receive
credit for. In addition, panelists
noted that the customer must
own DR data to avoid issues of
information privacy.
Panels 4 and 5 explored DR
contract rights and the privacy
issues that arise with the data
coming in from new metering
systems. Standardization again
was acknowledged as a crucial
first step in creating an effective
DR market. The uncertain
status of DR as a product or a
service can be resolved by
creating a standardized
contract. The data security
issue raised by advanced
metering technology, an integral
part of an effective DR program,
can only be remedied if
certainty is manifested in
standardization across the
industry. Ownership of
electricity usage data, panelists
in the fifth panel opined, is

much less important than access
to that data. Customers want to
know that their data—whether
or not their names appear on
the title to that data—cannot be
shared except under certain
agreed-upon circumstances.
The question of ownership
suggests that there is some
level of negotiation that permits
individuals to provide access to
personal data in exchange for
something they want. There is
no real negotiation to speak of,
however, in the context of
essential services because the
consequences of a failure to
provide electricity service are
impermissible.
The final panel addressed the
issue of consumer protection in
the DR context. The primary
task facing regulators and
utilities was identified as
making the cost of energy
patently obvious to all customers. With real-time costs
reflecting wholesale prices,
customers can adjust their
consumption behavior to
benefit themselves in the form
of DR payments by a CSP, and
utilities can then manage loads
by purchasing blocks of forgone
energy usage from the CSPs. Of
course, state authority must be
balanced against FERC’s ambit
of regulatory power to create
the certainty that all of the
continued on page 14
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14 conference’s panelists sought.
FERC Chairman Jon Wellinghoff gave the closing day
keynote and highlighted many
of the same concerns raised in
the panels. Chairman Wellinghoff pointed out the murkiness
that remains in the discussion of
whether state-regulated utilities
or third parties can produce the
best DR results. Non-utility DR
providers are a significant factor
in increasing the amount of DR
bid into a system, and thirdparty providers might help to
avoid consumer backlash against
Smart Grid costs because
consumers can more easily
understand their equipment
installations and revenue-sharing arrangements when they are
not backed into that structure
by their utility.
The first annual Conference
on the Law of Demand Response addressed several key
questions facing DR. Overall,
the certainty that can be gained
from standardization stood out
as the primary concern facing
regulators and utilities. It is
clear that DR offers a valuable
opportunity towards maximizing energy supply and demand
efficiency. And with many key
questions on the legal and
regulatory framework surrounding DR remaining unresolved,
participants left with a sense of
optimism regarding the next
annual conference. ★

En vironmental
Protection at
the Leading Edge
of Technology

The 2011 J.B. and Maurice C.
Shapiro Environmental Law
Conference, co-sponsored by
GW Law, the Environmental
Law Institute, the Journal of
Energy and Environmental Law,
and GW Law’s Environmental
Law Association, focused on
“Environmental Protection at
the Leading Edge of Technology.”
The conference was designed to
explore issues surrounding the
need for anticipatory governance
structures applicable to

technological advancements in
our modern society that may pose
threats to human health and
the environment in ways that
are yet unknown or can only be
speculated. Sessions highlighted
emerging areas of technology
including geo-engineering,
synthetic biology, hydraulic
fracturing, and deepwater
drilling, as well as the continued
use and development of
nanotechnology.
Invited panelists described
these technologies, examined the
strengths and weaknesses of
existing governance structures as
applicable to the technologies,
and posited potential new
approaches for government

oversight and the use of industry
self-regulation and self-governance. The role of public
engagement and stakeholder
interest with the intersection of
technology and environmental
protection was also addressed.
The conference was held on
March 23 and 24, 2011, in the
Jacob Burns Moot Court Room.
For more information about
this exciting conference, please
visit the Environmental Law
website at www.law.gwu.edu/
environmental or ELI’s website
at www.eli.org.
GreenGov Conference

On October 5 through 7, 2010,
the university, the President’s
Council on Environmental
Quality, and the Federal Environmental Executive co-hosted the
GreenGov conference. The
conference, which attracted over
800 participants, brought
together federal agency staff
from a wide range of agencies to
discuss implementation of
President Obama’s Executive
Order 13514. The order establishes specific time lines for
federal agencies to increase
energy efficiency, reduce
greenhouse-gas emissions,
conserve water, reduce waste,
and use environmentally
responsible products and
technologies. The Law School
hosted two panels. The first
panel focused on procurement
law issues and was co-chaired by
Professor Steve Schooner and
Professor Chris Yukins, the
co-directors of the Government
Procurement program. The
second panel, chaired by
Professor Robert Glicksman,
provided attendees with a primer
on climate law.

JEEL Makes Strides in
Second Year

GW Law’s Journal of Energy and
Environmental Law (JEEL)
continues to make strides in its
second year—in publication, web
presence, and innovation in the
production process. The
student-edited journal is published in cooperation with the
Environmental Law Institute.
Volume two became available
in late January and includes
articles on a wide variety of
topics, including financing
energy efficiency, next-generation energy technologies, and the
“greening” of the federal
government’s procurement
process. Students are currently
working on production of the
summer edition.
JEEL introduced a website
and blog this fall. The website
(available at groups.law.gwu.edu/
jeel) features articles from the
most recent edition of the
journal, highlights from the blog,

and information about upcoming
events. The blog provides
up-to-date perspectives on
current issues of concern to the
environmental and energy law
communities. It is available at
gwujeel.wordpress.com and
welcomes posting submissions
from students, alumni, professors, and practitioners, in
addition to journal members.
The journal also introduced
an e-production process for
volume two. Initiated by JEEL’s
founding editorial board, this
virtually paperless process is not
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ELA Offers Career
Advice and Social
Outings

The Environmental Law
Association (ELA) had a very
active fall 2010 semester.
Continuing the tradition of
involving first-year students early
on, the group kicked off the
semester with an all-school
meeting and 1L representative
elections. To showcase the
opportunities available to
appreciate nature in and around
DC, ELA also organized a late
summer kayaking excursion on
the Potomac River and an early
fall hike in Great Falls, Maryland.
Although social events and
student interaction continued to
be part of ELA’s ongoing
activities, the group focused the
rest of the semester on introducing students to GW Law’s
environmental law program and
to the possibilities of a career in
environmental law. ELA, in
conjunction with the DC Bar
Association, hosted an environmental career panel in early
October, wherein five practitioners from private, government,
and non-profit groups described
the varied paths each took
throughout their careers and provided valuable insight on
breaking into the environmental
law field.

[ what’s new ]
continued from page 3

In November, ELA members
celebrated the 40th anniversary
of the Environmental Law
program, exchanging tales with
GW Law alumni and providing
tours of the Law School. In
addition, the ELA student
committee groups focused their
efforts on individual tasks
throughout the semester,
including improving the
sustainability efforts of the Law
School and providing pro bono
opportunities for the entire
student body population. One
specific example of the sustainability committee’s accomplishments is the commencement of
talks among GW Law faculty
regarding the creation of a
university-wide LEED accreditation class.
The spring semester promises
to be equally productive for the
ELA. In mid-January, ELA
sponsored a speed networking
event, where small groups of
students rotated to various
stations featuring environmental
practitioners for set periods of
time to gain insight on legal
careers in the environmental
field. In February, ELA brought
to the Law School its Footprint
Week, a week long event
dedicated to spreading environmental impact awareness to the
GW Law community. Footprint
Week activities featured
documentary viewings and
discussions, a panel discussion on
pollution in the Chesapeake Bay
watershed, and a tour of the U.S.
Green Building Council’s LEED
Gold headquarters building. ★

Department of Agriculture, Office of the General Counsel,
Conservation and Environment Division, the course will
examine environmental issues under the Farm Bill, the Clean
Water Act’s application to agriculture, greenhouse gas issues
including sequestration options related to agriculture,
agriculture as part of a sustainability framework, open-space
preservation, organic food issues, and agriculture as part of
the renewable energy equation.
Energy and the Environment
In response to the overwhelming interest during the regular
academic year, the ever-popular two-credit course Energy
and the Environment (Law 6439) will be offered during the
summer session 2011. The course explores key topics
influencing the development of law and policy at the
intersection of energy and environment, including renewable
energy generation, energy security, economic issues, Clean Air
Act regulation on energy, domestic greenhouse-gas regulation,
and international issues in global climate change.
The summer-session course will be taught by Professors Kyle
Danish and Bob Nordhaus, both of whom are with the law firm
Van Ness Feldman in Washington, DC. Professor Danish’s
practice focuses on corporate climate strategy, emissions
trading transactions, and regulation under the Clean Air Act.
Professor Nordhaus specializes in federal electric, natural gas,
and environmental regulation. He previously served as general
counsel for both the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
and the Department of Energy. The summer session runs from
May 16 to June 30, 2011. ★

the George Washington University Law School

GW Law announces its new
Online Alumni Community
Features:
■■ Search the Alumni Directory
■■ Update Your Information

■■ Manage Your Directory Listing
■■ Register for Events

■■ Join Groups Based on Practice

Area and Geographic Region

■■ Share Your Class Notes

www.law.gwu.edu/Alumni

15
en vironmental perspectives

only environmentally conscientious but also streamlines
production. JEEL is proud to
be at the forefront of this small,
but growing, trend in legal
journal production.
To contact JEEL, please
send general inquiries to
gwjeel@gmail.com. For information on submitting an article,
please visit groups.law.gwu.edu/
JEEL/Pages/Submissions.aspx.
For information on subscribing
to JEEL, please contact
orders@eli.org or call
800.433.5120.

Printed on recycled paper containing 30% post-consumer waste. G42205

Environmental Law Program
2000 H Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20052

FIRST CLASS
U.S. Postage
PAID
Washington, DC
Permit #593

en vironmental perspectives

16

